INTRODUCTION
The creation of the Lithuanian criminal code has quite a long history. The idea to have one's own criminal code was first discussed after Lithuania regained its independence in the year 1990. The same year the Lithuanian Council (the predecessor of the Lithuanian parliament) created a first working group for creation of a criminal code. 1 The first project was prepared and presented to the Lithuanian according to Lithuanian scientist Vytautas Piesliakas "the question of direct application of international treaties in criminal law is not simple and there can not be one answer." Lithuania, crimes against humanity and war crimes are given the status of the greatest significance, then crimes against state and democracy are listed, and crimes against human life are in the third place. Such an order of crimes is used in some European countries, for example, in French code. 12 The aim of the article is to review fundamental changes in Lithuanian criminal law after inaction of the new criminal code, their significance and magnitude to the 8 In Lithuania, like in other countries of the former Soviet Union, the main punishment -imprisonmentwas considered to be not effective and financially expensive. 9 Lietuvos Respublikos Konstitucinio Teismo nutarimas, Official Gazette (1995, Nr. 9-199) (Resolution of the Constitutional Court of Lithuania). 10 
CLASSIFICATION OF OFFENCES
As Jean Pradel states, today offences are classified into two groups almost in all criminal codes. 13 In Lithuania the legislator for the first time provided a definition of criminal deeds and classified them into two big groups: punishable offences, for which imprisonment is not provided as a sanction, and crimes. An example of a punishable offence is the intoxication of a child (article 161). Crimes in reference to fault are divided into two groups: intentional and negligent. The first group is further divided into five groups, and the whole scheme is presented below: But the third part of the aforementioned article foresees responsibility also to employees or authorized persons if the crime was committed because of a lack of control of the aforementioned persons.
There are several exceptions -the government, a municipality and their institutions or agencies, and international public organisations cannot be liable. In all cases mens rea must be identified; in terms of punishment there is no strict Lithuanian scientists expressed the opinion that in order for penalties to achieve their projected goal, and in order to avoid negative social financial consequences while implementing existing penalties, the Lithuanian criminal code should be supplemented with additional penalties such as deprivation of a right to get benefit or support from the government; temporary or permanent deprivation of a right to carry out commercial activity; application of court supervision and Soloveičikas, because such a conception is foreign to Lithuanian mentality, it is introduced in our criminal code while trying to implement our regional and international obligations, but not developed culturally as in common law countries 29 .
EXTENSION OF FACTORS, ELIMINATING CRIMINAL LIABILITY
While by the criminal code, yet in practice it could not be justifiable and was not applied. number of incarcerated persons, and the suspension of penalty prosecution.
REFORM OF PENALTIES SYSTEM

TYPES OF SANCTIONS AND PROSECUTION TRENDS
In the old criminal code of Lithuania there were only four sanctions: fine, imprisonment, life imprisonment and corrective labour without imprisonment. The new criminal code foresees eight sanctions for crimes (deprivation of public rights; deprivation of a right to perform certain work or to engage in some activity; public works; fine; restriction of liberty; arrest; imprisonment; life imprisonment) and six sanctions for criminal offences (except imprisonment or life imprisonment).
The first table shows that the most widely used sanction in practice was imprisonment and it constituted from 38 to 47 percent of all sanctions. In practice the importance of imprisonment was twice higher, because as we see from the first table about half of all punishments were postponed. In the old criminal code only two punishments could have been postponed -imprisonment or corrective labour.
The latter one was applied rather rarely, so in general the number of postponed punishments has to be added to the number of imprisonments, and then the total number of imprisonment becomes much higher (about 80 percent). As one could see, imprisonment and fine remain the main punishments in the application of the new criminal code but new tendencies are already reflected, too.
PENALTIES INFLICTED TO CONVICTED PERSONS IN LITHUANIA IN 1998-2002 30
A rather important part in the punishment scale is allotted for two other punishments: restriction of liberty (which is rapidly increasing in the last two years), and arrest (slight decrease in the last two years). Great importance is imposed on fines -in the previous year they composed almost one third of all Deprivation of right to work some job or engage in some activity 
NUMBER OF INCARCERATED PERSONS
Other important data reflecting criminal policy is the number of prisoners per 100 000 inhabitants.
NUMBER OF PRISONERS PER 100 000 INHABITANTS IN 1990-1994
37 Table 6 Number Country Number for 100 000 inhabitants 
SOME OTHER COMPARATIVE ASPECTS OF CRIMINAL POLICY
The new criminal code is more flexible. For example, if arrest is imposed for not more than 45 days, a prisoner may serve his sentence during weekends. Even six punishments do not deprive liberty while they establish some restrictions of it, which may be better than imprisonment in certain cases. But there may be some problems because of the structural composition of the criminal code. First of all, the punishment of deprivation of public rights is not foreseen in a special part of criminal code. It becomes unclear when a court imposes such a sentence.
Legislators only mentioned the possibility to impose such a punishment when a crime is committed trespassing public rights, and the sanction is composed of multiple punishments where one of the punishments is deprivation of a right to perform certain work or to engage in a certain activity. Secondly, usually sanction for one crime provides several alternative punishments (for example, article 178:
Theft. One who stole property is punishable by public works, or by fine, or by restriction of freedom, or by imprisonment to three years There are several conditions that must be fulfilled in order to use the guarantee mechanism:
 a request of a person whom the court trusts;
 the crime was committed for the first time and;
 the accused confesses his fault and regrets his conduct and ;
 harm was eliminated or at least partially compensated, or the convict is obliged to compensate for damage if any was done;
 it is reasonable to think that the convict will entirely compensate or eliminate the harm, will obey laws, and will not commit new crimes.
The first and the last conditions are subjective because they depend on the judge's opinion, while the other are objective.
The guarantor may be the offender's parents, close relatives or other persons.
The term of sponsion is from one to three years. The basic problem is that court is handed too much power. Court may decide whether to use a sponsion with bail or without bail. The legislator did not say anything about the sum of bail or the conditions under which it should be arranged, so the court has complete freedom of action.  it is reasonable to think that one will not commit new crimes.
If court applies this mechanism, it must be done imposing one condition-an offender should not commit new intentional crimes in the period of one year.
Otherwise the decision to discharge from criminal liability would expire and the court would decide on the criminal responsibility for both the previously made and new criminal deeds. 7. The two new institutes for the discharge from criminal liability -sponsion and reconciliation between a perpetrator and victim are very useful as they help decrease the costs of criminal procedure. In addition, the offender is given one more chance to return to normal life.
